INDEX 


ABORTED FETUSES. See Stays, 1. 
ACCESS TO GOVERNMENT RECORDS. See Mootness, 1. 


AGE DISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT ACT. 

Airline’s transfer policy—Captains’ rights to “bump” flight engineers.— 
An airline’s transfer policy—allowing captains displaced for reasons other 
than age to “bump” less senior flight engineers, but allowing 60-year-old 
captains, subject to mandatory retirement, to continue employment by 
bumping flight engineers only if such captains qualified under a special 
bidding procedure—denied 60-year-old captains a “privilege of employ- 
ment” on basis of age in violation of § 4(a)(1) of Act and was not justified 
under Act’s affirmative-defense provisions relating to bona fide occupa- 
tional qualifications and bona fide seniority systems; however, airline’s 
violation of Act was not “willful,” and thus it was not liable for double dam- 
ages under Act. Trans World Airlines, Inc. v. Thurston, p. 111. 


AIRLINES’ SENIORITY AND RETIREMENT SYSTEMS. See Age 
Discrimination in Employment Act. 


AIR POLLUTION. See Stays, 2. 
AIRPORT PARKING LOTS. See Trademarks. 


“AIRPORT” SEARCHES AND SEIZURES. See Constitutional Law, 
IV, 1. 


ALIENS. See Stays, 5. 
ASSAULT. See Criminal Law, 7. 


ASSIGNMENT OF COPYRIGHT RENEWAL RIGHTS. See Copy- 
rights. 


ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, II; Criminal 
Law, 6. 


ASYLUM FOR ALIENS. See Stays, 5. 


ATTORNEY’S FAILURE TO FILE TIMELY TAX RETURN FOR 
CLIENT. See Internal Revenue Code, 1. 


AUTOMOBILE SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 3. 


BAGGAGE SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1. 
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“BALANCED BUDGET” AMENDMENT. See Stays, 4. 
BALLOTS. See Stays, 4. 


BANKRUPTCY. 


Dischargeable debts—Bankrupt’s obligation to clean up hazardous waste 
disposal site.—Where (1) petitioner State obtained a state-court injunction 
requiring respondent to clean up a hazardous waste disposal site, and an 
appointment by court of a receiver when respondent failed to comply with 
injunction, and (2) receiver had not completed cleanup when respondent 
filed a personal bankruptcy petition, respondent’s obligation under injunc- 
tion (in effect, obligation to pay money to defray cleanup costs) was a 
“debt” or “liability on a claim” subject to discharge under Bankruptcy 
Code; case was not rendered moot even though Army Corps of Engineers 
had removed wastes from site, since State claimed respondent’s obligation 
included cleanup with regard to toxic materials that had permeated 
ground. Ohio v. Kovacs, p. 274. 


BIAS OF WITNESSES. See Criminal Law, 3. 


BOUNDARIES OF STATES. See Convention on the Territorial Sea 
and the Contiguous Zone. 


BURIAL OF ABORTED FETUSES. See Stays, 1. 

CALIFORNIA. See Stays, 1, 3. 

CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. See Criminal Law, 5. 

CERTIFICATES OF DEPOSIT. See Internal Revenue Code, 3. 
CITIES’ LIABILITY FOR DAMAGES. See Civil Rights Act of 1871. 


CITY MASS-TRANSIT AUTHORITY’S EMPLOYEES. See Constitu- 
tional Law, I. 
CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1871. 


Judgment against a public servant—Liability of entity he represents.— 
In cases under 42 U. S. C. § 1988, a judgment against a public servant “in 
his official capacity”—such as petitioners’ judgment against a city’s Direc- 
tor of Police Department for damages resulting from an assault by a police 
officer—imposes liability on entity that he represents. Brandon v. Holt, 
p. 464. 


CLEAN AIR ACT. See Stays, 2. 


CLEANUP OF HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSAL SITES. See 
Bankruptcy. 


COASTLINE. See Convention on the Territorial Sea and the Contigu- 
ous Zone. 
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COLLECTIVE-BARGAINING UNITS. See National Labor Relations 
Board. 


COMMERCE CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, I. 


CONDEMNATION BY STATE OF FEDERAL GEOTHERMAL 
LEASES. See Stays, 3. 


CONDEMNATION BY UNITED STATES OF CITY’S PROPERTY. 
See Constitutional Law, III. 


CONSENT TO SEARCH. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1. 
CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. See Stays, 4. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Criminal Law, 5, 6; Mootness, 2; 
Stays, 1, 4. 


I. Commerce Clause. 


Fair Labor Standards Act—Applicability to city mass-transit author- 
ity’s employees.—In affording employees of a city public mass-transit au- 
thority protection of wage and hour provisions of Fair Labor Standards 
Act, Congress contravened no affirmative limit on its power under Com- 
merce Clause, regardless of whether municipal ownership and operation 
of a mass-transit system constitute a traditional governmental function. 
Garcia v. San Antonio Metropolitan Transit Authority, p. 528. 


II. Due Process. 


Appeal from ccnviction—Assistance of counsel.—Due Process Clause of 
Fourteenth Amendment guarantees a criminal defendant effective assist- 
ance of counsel on his first appeal as of right; respondent’s due process 
right was violated where his appeal from Kentucky state-court conviction 
was dismissed by state appellate court on ground that trial counsel had 
failed to file a statement of appeal required by a Kentucky Rule of Appel- 
late Procedure when he filed his brief and record on appeal. Evitts v. 
Lucey, p. 387. 


III. Eminent Domain. 


United States’ condemnation of city’s land—Amount of compensa- 
tion.—Fifth Amendment does not require that United States pay a public 
condemnee compensation measured by cost of acquiring a substitute facil- 
ity that condemnee has a duty to acquire, when market value of condemned 
property is ascertainable and when there is no showing of manifest injus- 
tice; in United States’ action to condemn a city’s land used as a sanitary 
landfill, District Court properly fixed compensation at property’s fair mar- 
ket value rather than at larger amount for city’s reasonable costs in acquir- 
ing and developing a substitute facility. United States v. 50 Acres of 
Land, p. 24. 
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IV. Searches and Seizures. 


1. Airport searches—Consent to luggage search.—A temporary deten- 
tion for questioning in case of an airport search may be justified without a 
showing of “probable cause” if there is “articulable suspicion” that a person 
has committed or is about to commit a crime; “seizure” of respondent at 
airport was justified by “articulable suspicion,” contrary to trial court’s rul- 
ing, and it could not be determined whether court properly suppressed co- 
caine found in respondent’s luggage since it based suppression on ground 
that voluntariness of his consent to search was tainted by his initial stop by 
police in airport. Florida v. Rodriguez, p. 1. 


2. Home search—“Murder scene” exception to Warrant Clause.—Where 
(1) after police were informed that petitioner had shot and killed her hus- 
band and then had attempted suicide, officers arrived at petitioner’s home, 
transported her to hospital, and secured premises, and (2) homicide inves- 
tigators arrived 35 minutes later and conducted a warrantless 2-hour “gen- 
eral exploratory” search of entire house and found, among other things, a 
pistol and a suicide note, evidence was properly suppressed prior to peti- 
tioner’s homicide trial; there is no “murder scene” exception to Fourth 
Amendment’s Warrant Clause. Thompson v. Louisiana, p. 17. 


3. Investigatory stop based on “wanted flyer”’—Automobile search.— 
Where (1) a city police department issued a “wanted flyer” to other police 
departments stating that respondent was wanted for investigation of a 
robbery, describing him, specifying date and location of robbery, and ask- 
ing that he be picked up and held for issuing department, (2) officers of 
another police department, acting on basis of flyer, stopped automobile 
that respondent was seen driving, arrested a passenger when a gun was 
seen under passenger’s seat, and arrested respondent when a search of 
automobile uncovered other guns, and (8) respondent was convicted of a 
federal firearms charge, investigatory stop of respondent on basis of flyer 
was reasonable under Fourth Amendment, and thus evidence discovered 
during stop was admissible at his trial. United States v. Hensley, p. 221. 


4. Schoolchildren—Searches by school officials.—Fourth Amendment 
applies to searches of schoolchildren conducted by public school officials, 
but legality of such searches depends simply on reasonableness, under cir- 
cumstances, of search; search without a warrant for cigarettes by a school 
official of purse of a student whom a teacher had observed smoking in 
school lavatory—resulting in discovery of marihuana and other items impli- 
cating student in marihuana dealing, as well as discovery of cigarettes— 
was not unreasonable for Fourth Amendment purposes. New Jersey v. 
T. L. O., p. 325. 


5. Vehicle search—Package search.—Where (1) federal officers, investi- 
gating a suspected drug operation, observed two pickup trucks as they 
traveled to a private airstrip, (2) after arrival and departure of small air- 
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pianes, officers smelled marihuana as they approached trucks and saw in 
back of trucks packages commonly used for marihuana, (8) after arresting 
some of respondents, officers took trucks to a Government office, and pack- 
ages were placed in a Government warehouse, and (4) three days later 
Government agents, without obtaining a search warrant, opened some of 
packages and took samples that proved to be marihuana, marihuana was 
improperly suppressed before respondents’ trial on federal drug charges 
since officers had probable cause to conduct a vehicle search, and since 
search of packages was not unreasonable merely because it occurred three 
days after packages were unloaded from trucks. United States v. Johns, 
p. 478. 


V. Supremacy Clause. 


Federal Payment in Lieu of Taxes Act—Conflicting state law.—A South 
Dakota statute requiring local governments to distribute in same way that 
they distribute general tax revenues any payments that they receive from 
Federal Government in lieu of tax revenues lost because of tax-immune 
status of federal lands located in their jurisdictions is invalid under Su- 
premacy Clause since federal Payment in Lieu of Taxes Act provides that 
local governments may use federal in-lieu payments for any governmental 
purpose. Lawrence County v. Lead-Deadwood School Dist. No. 40-1, 
p. 256. 


CONTEMPT. See Stays, 2. 


CONVENTION ON THE TERRITORIAL SEA AND THE CONTIGU- 
OUS ZONE. 


Coastline—Block Island Sound—Long Isiand Sound.—In proceedings 
involving determination of coastlines of Rhode Island and New York (for 
purposes of fixing rights to seabed as between United States and States), 
Special Master’s Report—which concluded that certain portions of Block 
Island Sound and Long Island Sound constitute a juridical bay under 
Convention and are thus internal waters of States—is confirmed. Rhode 
Island and New York Boundary Case, p. 504. 


CONVICTIONS AS AFFECTED BY INCONSISTENT VERDICTS. 
See Criminal Law, 4. 


COPYRIGHTS. 


Grant of renewal rights—Termination of grant—Royalty payments.— 
Where (1) a song author assigned his interest in all copyright renewals to 
petitioner in 1940 in exchange for, inter alia, petitioner’s commitment 
to pay author 50% of net royalties petitioner received for mechanical re- 
productions, (2) petitioner thereafter renewed copyright and issued li- 
censes for song recordings in return for royalties, and (3) after author’s 
death, respondent successors-in-interest, acting pursuant to Copyright 
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Act, terminated author’s grant of renewal rights and sought to recover all 
royalties received by petitioner from licensed recordings, petitioner was 
entitled, under § 304(c)(6)(A) of Act, to its share of disputed royalty income 
under terms of author’s 1940 grant. Mills Music, Inc. v. Snyder, p. 153. 


CORPORATE REORGANIZATIONS. See Internal Revenue Code, 3. 


CRIMINAL LAW. See also Constitutional Law, II; IV, 1-3, 5. 


1. Cumulative punishment—Failure to report currency to Customs— 
False statement to federal agency.—Where, in passing through Customs, 
respondent checked “no” box of form with respect to question whether he 
or any family member was carrying over $5,000, but later admitted that he 
and his wife were carrying over $20,000, and respondent was convicted of, 
and sentenced to consecutive punishment for, (1) felony of making a false 
statement to a federal agency and (2) misdemeanor of willfully failing to 
report that he was carrying more than $5,000 into United States, Court 
of Appeals erred in reversing felony conviction on ground that Congress 
intended someone in respondent’s position to be punished only for misde- 
meanor. United States v. Woodward, p. 105. 


2. Impeachment of defendant—Prior conviction.—Where (1) during his 
trial on federal drug charges petitioner moved to preclude Government’s 
use of a prior conviction to impeach him if he testified, (2) District Court 
denied motion in limine, ruling that prior conviction fell within category of 
permissible impeachment evidence under Federal Rule of Evidence 609(a), 
and (8) petitioner did not testify and was convicted, Court of Appeals prop- 
erly refused to consider whether District Court abused its discretion in de- 
nying motion, since to raise and preserve for review a claim of improper 
impeachment with a prior conviction, a defendant must testify. Luce v. 
United States, p. 38. 


3. Impeachment of witness—Bias in defendant’s favor.—Where (1) at 
respondent’s federal-court triai resulting in a conviction for bank robbery, 
a cohort, who had pleaded guilty, testified against respondent, (2) respond- 
ent called a third-party witness who testified that cohort had admitted to 
witness that he intended to implicate respondent falsely, and (3) prosecutor 
recalled cohort who testified that he, respondent, and third-party witness 
were all members of a secret prison gang that was sworn to perjury and 
self-protection on each member’s behalf, such evidence as to membership 
in prison gang was sufficiently probative of witness’ possible bias in favor 
of respondent to warrant its admission into evidence to impeach witness. 
United States v. Abel, p. 45. 


4. Multiple-count indictments—Inconsistency of verdicts.—Where, 
upon trial on a multiple-count indictment charging violations of federal nar- 
cotics laws, jury acquitted respondent on counts charging her with (1) con- 
spiracy to possess cocaine with intent to distribute it, (2) possession of 
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cocaine with intent to distribute it, and (3) compound offenses of using tele- 
phone to facilitate alleged conspiracy and possession, but jury convicted 
her on other telephone facilitation counts, such convictions could not be 
vacated merely because they were inconsistent with acquittal verdicts. 
United States v. Powell, p. 57. 


5. Murder case—Juror’s opposition to death penalty—Exclusion for 
cause.—Under proper standard, a prospective juror may be excluded for 
cause in a murder case because of his views in opposition to capital punish- 
ment if those views would prevent or substantially impair performance of 
his duties as a juror in accordance with his instructions and his oath; under 
facts of instant case, a prospective juror was properly excused for cause in 
state murder prosecution and federal habeas corpus relief should not have 
been granted under 28 U. S. C. §2254. Wainwright v. Witt, p. 412. 


6. Police interrogation of accused—Request for counsel.—Where, as in 
this case, nothing about an accused’s request for counsel during police in- 
terrogation or circumstances leading up to request renders it ambiguous, 
all questioning must cease; any subsequent responses by accused to further 
interrogation, although relevant to distinct question of waiver of right in- 
voked, may not be used to cast doubt upon clarity of his initial request for 
counsel. Smith v. Illinois, p. 91. 


7. Robbery of custodian of Government’s money—Interpretation of stat- 
ute.—Language of 18 U. S. C. § 2114, which prohibits assault and robbery 
of any custodian of “mail matter or of any money or other property of the 
United States,” is not limited to crimes involving Postal Service but also 
includes money belonging to Government and entrusted to a Secret Service 
agent as “flash money” to be used to buy counterfeit currency from peti- 
tioners, and thus by using a pistol in an effort to rob agent petitioners fell 
within statute’s prohibitions. Garcia v. United States, p. 70. 


CUMULATIVE PUNISHMENT. See Criminal Law, 1. 


CURRENCY DISCLOSURE REPORT TO CUSTOMS. See Criminai 
Law, 1. 


CUSTODIAL INTERROGATION OF ACCUSED. See Criminal Law, 
6. 


DEATH PENALTY. See Criminal Law, 5. 

DEBTS DISCHARGEABLE IN BANKRUPTCY. See Bankruptcy. 
DEPORTATION OF ALIENS. See Stays, 5. 

DISCLOSURE OF GOVERNMENT RECORDS. See Mootness, 1. 


DISCRIMINATION AGAINST HANDICAPPED. See Rehabilitation 
Act of 1973. 
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DISCRIMINATION BASED ON AGE. See Age Discrimination in 
Employment Act. 


DISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT. See Age Discrimination in 
Employment Act. 


DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, II. 


ELECTIONS AS TO UNION REPRESENTATION. See National 
Labor Relations Board. 


EMINENT DOMAIN. See Constitutional Law, III; Stays, 3. 


EMISSION STANDARDS OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY. See Stays, 2. 


EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Age Discrimination in Em- 
pioyment Act; Constitutional Law, I; National Labor Relations 
Board. 


EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION. See Age Discrimination in 
Employment Act. 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY’S EMISSION STAND- 
ARDS. See Stays, 2. 


ESTATE TAXES. See Internal Revenue Code, 1. 
EVIDENCE. See Criminal Law, 2, 3. 
EXCLUSIONARY RULE. See Mootness, 2. 


EXEMPTION 3 OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT. See 
Mootness, 1. 


FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT. See Constitutional Law, I. 


FALSE STATEMENTS TO FEDERAL AGENCIES. See Criminal 
Law, 1. 


FEDERAL ESTATE TAXES. See Internal Revenue Code, 1. 
FEDERAL INCOME TAX. See Internal Revenue Code, 3. 
FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. See Stays, 3. 
FEDERAL RULES OF EVIDENCE. See Criminal Law, 2, 3. 


FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Constitutional Law, I; V; Con- 
vention on the Territorial Sea and the Contiguous Zone; Rehabili- 
tation Act of 1973; Stays, 3. 


FETUSES. See Stays, 1. 

FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, III. 

FIRST AMENDMENT. See Stays, 1. 

FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, II; IV, 1. 
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FOURTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, IV; Mootness, 2. 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT. See Mootness, 1. 
GEOTHERMAL LEASES. See Stays, 3. 


GOVERNMENT OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES. See Civil Rights 
Act of 1871; Constitutional Law, I. 


HABEAS CORPUS. See Criminal Law, 5. 

HANDICAPPED PERSONS. See Rehabilitation Act of 1973. 
HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSAL SITES. See Bankruptcy. 
HOME SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 


HOSPITALIZATION COVERAGE UNDER MEDICAID. See Re- 
habilitation Act of 1973. 


IMMUNITY OF GOVERNMENT ENTITIES FROM LIABILITY. See 
Civil Rights Act of 1871. 


IMPEACHMENT OF DEFENDANT OR WITNESS AT CRIMINAL 
TRIAL. See Criminal Law, 2, 3. 


INCOME TAXES. See Internal Revenue Code, 3. 

INCONSISTENT VERDICTS. See Criminal Law, 4. 
INCONTESTABILITY OF TRADEMARKS. See Trademarks. 
INFRINGEMENT OF TRADEMARKS. See Trademarks. 
INITIATIVE FOR CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. See Stays, 4. 


INTERNAL REVENUE CODE. 


1. Failure to file timely return—Reliance on attorney.——Failure to file a 
timely tax return is not excused by taxpayer’s reliance on an agent—such 
as respondent’s reliance on his attorney to file a federal estate tax return 
on time—and such reliance is not “reasonable cause” for a late filing under 
§6651(a)(1) so as to avoid a penalty for failure to file a timely return. 
United States v. Boyle, p. 241. 


2. IRS Summons—Prior judicial approval.—Where, pursuant to 
§ 7602(a) of Code, Internal Revenue Service, without prior judicial 
approval, serves a summons on a known taxpayer with dual purpose of 
investigating both that taxpayer’s tax liability and unnamed parties’ tax 
liabilities, it need not comply with § 7609(f) (requiring judicial approval 
of a summons seeking information on tax liability of unnamed taxpayers), 
as long as all information sought is relevant to a legitimate investigation 
of summoned taxpayer. Tiffany Fine Arts, Inc. v. United States, p. 310. 

3. Savings and loan associations—Merger as corporate reorganiza- 
tion.—Where pursuant to a plan to merge a state-chartered stock savings 
and loan association into a federally chartered mutual savings and loan 
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association petitioners exchanged their “guaranty stock” in former for 
passbook savings accounts and time certificates of deposit in latter, peti- 
tioners were not entitled to treat merger as a tax-free corporate reorga- 
nization under § § 354(a)(1) and 368(a)(1)(A) of Code, and thus were subject 
to income tax on gain they realized on such exchange. Paulsen v. Commis- 
sioner, p. 131. 


INVESTIGATORY STOP BASED ON “WANTED FLYER.” See 
Constitutional Law, IV, 3. 


JUDICIAL APPROVAL OF INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE 
SUMMONSES. See Internal Revenue Code, 2. 


JURIDICAL BAYS. See Convention on the Territorial Sea and the 
Contiguous Zone. 


JUROR’S EXCLUSION BECAUSE OF OPPOSITION TO DEATH 
PENALTY. See Criminal Law, 5. 


JURY VERDICTS. See Criminal Law, 4. 
JUST COMPENSATION CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, III. 
KENTUCKY. See Constitutional Law, II. 


LABOR UNION REPRESENTATION ELECTIONS. See National 
Labor Relations Board. 


LANHAM ACT. See Trademarks. 
LIQUOR LICENSES. See Mootness, 2. 
LUGGAGE SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1. 


MANDATORY RETIREMENT. See Age Discrimination in Employ- 
ment Act. 


MEDICAID. See Rehabilitation Act of 1973. 


MERGERS OF SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATIONS. See Internal 
Revenue Code, 3. 


MINIMUM WAGES. See Constitutional Law, I. 
MONTANA. See Stays, 4. 


MOOTNESS. See also Bankruptcy. 


1. Freedom of Information Act—Privacy Act of 1974—Disclosure of 
agency records.—Where, after certiorari was granted to consider whether 
Exemption (j)(2) of Privacy Act of 1974 is a withholding statute within 
Exemption 3 of Freedom of Information Act, Privacy Act was amended to 
provide that no exemption therein could be relied on to withhold any record 
otherwise accessible under FOIA, such new legislation rendered issue 
moot; however, instant cases themselves remained alive because individual 
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litigants still sought access to agency records and Government still could 
assert that records were exempt under other FOIA exemptions. U. S. 
Department of Justice v. Provenzano, p. 14. 


2. Liquor license revocation proceedings—Applicability of exclusionary 
rule—Effect of licensee’s going out of business.—Where (1) petitioner 
Board revoked respondent business establishment’s liquor license on basis 
of evidence that, in related criminal proceedings, was held to have been 
obtained in a search of establishment that violated Fourth Amendment, 
and (2) certiorari was granted to consider whether Fourth Amendment 
exclusionary rule applied in civil liquor license revocation proceedings, case 
was rendered moot because establishment subsequently went out of busi- 
ness. Board of License Comm’rs of Tiverton v. Pastore, p. 238. 


MUNICIPALITIES’ LIABILITY FOR DAMAGES. See Civil Rights 
Act of 1871. 


MUNICIPALITY MASS-TRANSIT AUTHORITY’S EMPLOYEES. 
See Constitutional Law, I. 


“MURDER SCENE” EXCEPTION TO FOURTH AMENDMENT 
WARRANT CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT. See National Labor Rela- 
tions Board. 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD. 


Union representation election—Challenge of ballots—Relatives of man- 
agement.—Where (1) a union filed with NLRB a petition for a repre- 
sentation election as to employees of respondent retailer, a closely held 
corporation owned by brothers, who served as officers and were involved 
in running corporation, and (2) NLRB sustained union’s challenge of ballots 
of one owner’s wife, who was a clerk and occasionally took coffee breaks 
in husband’s office, and of owners’ mother, who was a cashier at one of 
respondent’s stores and lived with one of owners, NLRB did not exceed 
its authority, since it could exclude from collective-bargaining units close 
relatives of management, without making a finding that relatives enjoyed 
special job-related privileges. NLRB v. Action Automotive, Inc., p. 490. 


NEW YORK. See Convention on the Territorial Sea and the Con- 
tiguous Zone. 


OVERTIME WAGES. See Constitutional Law, I. 

PACKAGE SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 5. 

PARKING LOTS AT AIRPORTS. See Trademarks. 

PASSBOOK SAVINGS ACCOUNTS. See Internal Revenue Code, 3. 
PAYMENT IN LIEU OF TAXES ACT. See Constitutional Law, V. 
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PENALTY FOR FAILURE TO FILE TIMELY TAX RETURN. See 
Internal Revenue Code, 1. 


POLICE INTERROGATION OF ACCUSED. See Criminal Law, 6. 
POLLUTION. See Stays, 2. 
POSTAL CRIMES. See Criminal Law, 7. 


PRE-EMPTION OF STATE LAW BY FEDERAL LAW. See Constitu- 
tional Law, V. 


PRIOR CONVICTIONS AS PERMISSIBLE IMPEACHMENT EVI- 
DENCE. See Criminal Law, 2. 


PRIVACY ACT OF 1974. See Mootness, 1. 
PROPERTY TAXES. See Constitutional Law, V. 


PUBLIC DISCLOSURE OF GOVERNMENT RECORDS. See Moot- 
ness, l. 


PUBLIC OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES. See Civil Rights Act of 
1871; Constitutional Law, I. 
REHABILITATION ACT OF 1973. 


Discrimination against handicapped—State’s reduction in Medicaid 
coverage.—Assuming that provisions of Act or implementing regulations 
prohibiting discrimination against handicapped in federally funded pro- 
grams reach some claims of disparate-impact discrimination, effect of Ten- 
nessee’s reduction in number of days of annual inpatient hospital coverage 
of Medicaid recipients, allegedly having disproportionate effect on handi- 
capped, was not among them. Alexander v. Choate, p. 287. 


RENEWAL OF COPYRIGHTS. See Copyrights. 


RETIREMENT SYSTEMS. See Age Discrimination in Employment 
Act. 


REVOCATION OF LIQUOR LICENSES. See Mootness, 2. 


RHODE ISLAND. See Convention on the Territorial Sea and the 
Contiguous Zone. 


RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, II; Criminal Law, 6. 


ROBBERY OF CUSTODIAN OF GOVERNMENT’S MONEY. See 
Criminal Law, 7. 


ROYALTIES. See Copyrights. 
SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATIONS. See Internal Revenue Code, 
3. 


SCHOOL OFFICIALS’ SEARCHES OF STUDENTS. See Constitu- 
tiona! Law, IV, 4. 
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SEABED. See Convention on the Territorial Sea and the Contiguous 
Zone. 


SEARCHES AND SEIZURES. See Constitutional Law, IV; Moot- 
ness, 2. 


SENIORITY SYSTEMS. See Age Discrimination in Employment Act. 
SOUND RECORDINGS. See Copyrights. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. See Constitutional Law, V. 


STATE INITIATIVE FOR CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. See 
Stays, 4. 


STATE PROPERTY TAXES. See Constitutional Law, V. 


STATE’S CONDEMNATION OF FEDERAL GEOTHERMAL 
LEASES. See Stays, 3. 


STAYS. 


1. Burial of aborted fetuses.—Application to stay California Court of 
Appeal’s order holding that, under California Constitution, aborted fetuses 
in County District Attorney’s custody could not be turned over to appli- 
cants for purpose of conducting a religious burial service, is denied. Cath- 
olic League v. Feminist Women’s Health Center, Inc. (REHNQUIST, J., in 
chambers), p. 1303. 


2. EPA emission standards.—Applications to stay—pending appeal to 
Court of Appeals—District Court’s order holding Administrator of Envi- 
ronmentai Protection Agency in contempt for failing to promulgate certain 
emission standards for radionuclides as required by District Court’s earlier 
order, are denied. Thomas v. Sierra Club (REHNQUIST, J., in chambers), 
p. 1309. 


3. State-court eminent domain proceedings.—Application to stay Fed- 
eral District Court’s order granting a preliminary injunction against appli- 
cant state agency’s commencing state-court eminent domain proceedings 
under California law to condemn certain geothermal leases obtained by 
respondent corporation from Federal Government, is denied. Northern 
California Power Agency v. Grace Geothermal Corp. (REHNQUIST, J., in 
chambers), p. 1306. 


4, State initiative for Constitutional Convention.—Application to stay 
Montana Supreme Court’s mandate prohibiting placement on ballot of an 
initiative that would direct Montana Legislature to apply to Congress 
to call a convention to consider a balanced budget amendment to Federal 
Constitution, is denied. Montanans for a Balanced Federal Budget Com- 
mittee v. Harper (REHNQUIST, J., in chambers), p. 1301. 


5. Vacation of stay—Deportation of aliens.—Application to vacate 
Court of Appeals’ partial stay of District Court’s order—stay, among other 
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things, having refused to delay deportation of a certain class of Cuban na- 
tionals who asserted that they would be subject to persecution if returned 
to Cuba—is denied. Garcia-Mir v. Smith (REHNQUIST, J., in chambers), 
p. 1311. 


SUMMONSES OF INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE. See Internal 
Revenue Code, 2. 


SUPREMACY CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, V. 
TAXES. See Constitutional Law, V; Internal Revenue Code. 
TENNESSEE. See Rehabilitation Act of 1973. 
TRADEMARKS. 


Infringement action—Incontestability of registered mark.—Holder of a 
trademark registered pursuant to Lanham Act may rely on incontestability 
of mark to enjoin infringement, and an infringement action may not be de- 
fended on ground that mark is merely descriptive; petitioner could rely on 
incontestability of its registered mark, consisting of logo of airplane and 
words “Park ’N Fly” used in its operation of parking lots near airports, in 
its action to enjoin respondent’s use of words “Park and Fly” in connection 
with its similar business, and respondent could not defend on ground that 
petitioner’s mark was merely descriptive. Park ’N Fly, Inc. v. Dollar 
Park and Fly, Inc., p. 189. 


UNION REPRESENTATION ELECTIONS. See National Labor Re- 
lations Board. 


UNITED STATES’ CONDEMNATION OF CITY’S LAND. See Con- 
stitutional Law, III. 


VACATION OF STAYS. See Stays, 5. 

VEHICLE SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 3, 5. 
VERDICT INCONSISTENCY. See Criminal Law, 4. 
WAGES. See Constitutional Law, I. 

WAIVER OF RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See Criminal Law, 6. 


“WANTED FLYER” AS BASIS FOR INVESTIGATORY STOP. See 
Constitutional Law, IV, 3. 


WASTE DISPOSAL SITES. See Bankruptcy. 


WATERS. See Convention on the Territorial Sea and the Contiguous 
Zone. 


WITNESSES’ BIAS. See Criminal Law, 3. 
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1. “Any money or other property of the United States.” 18 U.S.C. 
§2114. Garcia v. United States, p. 70. 


2. “Reasonable cause.” §6651(a)(1), Internal Revenue Code of 1954, 
26 U.S. C. §6651(a)(1). United States v. Boyle, p. 241. 
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